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-rfte MAiUNG DA7i= of Wis communication appears on th e cover sheet with the correspondence address » 

PERIOD FOR RFPi Y [check either a) or b)] 
a) ^ The period for reply expires 3.months from the mailing date of the final rejection 

t^°^^°l^^f °" • Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a). or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)). to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2. n The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

^""^ ° iS'et for"?pjeara2d^?'^''^ application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 
NOTE: . 

3. n Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

SK^^^^^ — ' -^"^'«^^ - -P-te. timely filed amendment 

^'^ lnn29 affidavit. b)n exhibit, or c)El request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuf,tinn 1 ^ ' ® 

h^yil NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. ' 

IvnK^®^ f.^^'P.!^'' amendment(s) a)^ will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim{s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

m The proposed drawing correction filed on 03 January 2002 is approved or b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

Note the attached Infonrtation Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 
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Continuation Sheet (PTO-303) 


Application No. 09/393,482 


Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: The rejection to claims 1-5,1 1 and 12 is maintained 
in view of Joseph (US 5,387,016). 

Joseph discloses a hose coupling comprising a hose, an outer sleeve having a plurality of depressions therein, an inner sleeve having at 
least one projection, and a reinforcing ring (28) situated within the inner diameter of the inner sleeve. The ring is positioned concentrically 
between the plurality of depressions (i.e., a portion of the ring is positioned between the plurality of depressions) of the outer sleeve such 
that the reinforcing ring resists deformation of the inner sleeve. 

Claims 6-10 are allowed. 
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